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Attached hereto is a contact report covering a meeting held 
it February 1952 between the case officer, CASSOWARIES 3 and it. The 
meeting concerned a note received by CASSOtoARI 3 from CavAiIKA 2 which 
contained CAVATINA proposals for a political rapprochement and for 
resolving the problems of communications with the homeland. 
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CONTACT REPORT 



0b4iJ6 



Case Officer Meeting with CASSOWARIES 3 and 4, 4 February 1952 



1* At CASSOWARY 3's request, HJmet him and CASSOWARY 4 at their 
safe-apartment in Munich on 4 February 1952. CASSOWARY 3 explained that 
the last conference between himself, CASSOWARY 4, CAVATINA 2 and 5 on 
25 January 1952, was held in order to formulate a basis for settling the 
conflict between CASSOWARY 1 and CAVATINA 6. At that time, CASSOWARY 3 
requested CAVATINA 2 to prepare for the next meeting CAVATINA 6 proposals 
for a political rapprochement and for resolving the problem of communica- 
tions with the homeland. CASSOWARY 3 then informed the case officer that, 
on 2 February 1952, he had received a note signed by CAVATINA 2 in the 
name of CAVATINA 6, containing the CAVATINA 6 proposals requested by 
CASSOWARY 3. CASSOWARY 3 was irked that CAVATINA 2, after carrying on 
oral discussions on 17, 23 and 25 Janaary, should suddenly resort to a 
written memorandum, thereby placing the negotiations on a more rigid and 
complex plane, 

2. The first part of the note presents the CAVATINA 6 proposal for a 
provisional settlement of the CASSOWARY-CAVATINA political conflict, pending 
a homeland decision. CAVATINA 6 declares that the relationship between 
itself and CASSOWARY 1 should be the same as that which exists between 
CAWNPORE 1 and 2, i.e. members of CAVATINA 6 should holji positions in 
CASSOWARY 1. (Case Officer's Note ? CASSOWARY 3 explained that he ha d 
turned down a 25... January CAVATINA , pro poaa?. t o . Aer.9pL.imw ediato two 
members of CAVATINA 6 into ' CASSOWARY 1. cigSOTARY 3 told” the^^C AVATI NAS 
that they would first have to prove by tangible ‘'evidence^! propaganda , 

publications and general activity, that they have changed their methods and 
attitude s"." Otherwise , immediate co-optation would carry over to CASSOWARY 1 
al l of the unpleasant and undesirable stigmas which are presently associated 
with CAVATINA 6.) 



3. The 2 February CAVATINA note goes on to list the respective respon- \ 
sibilities of the two groups as specified in the homeland proposal (mandate) \ 
of October-Nov ember 1950, and announces CAVATINA readiness to abide by these. 

4. Furthermore, since the members of CAWNPORE 2 who were sent abroad in 
1944 (CASSOWARIES 3, 5 , 9, 10, 11, etc.) are not in the CAVATINA organization 
of their own volition, members of CAVATINA 6 must hold posts in CASSOWARY 1 
in order to represent the policies and interests of CAWNPORE 2. The members 
of CAVATINA 6 who will represent CAWNPORE 2 must be responsible to CAVATINA 6 
for their actions in CASSOWARY 1. In other words, CAVATINA 6 retains the 
right to recall and replacd ary of its members sent to CASSOWARY 1 to 
represent CAWNPORE 2. ( Case Officer's Note c The members of CAWNPORE sent 
abroad in 1944 were excluded from the CAVATINA organization in 1948. The 
October-November mandate, however, does not recognize their expulsion from 
CAWNPORE 2, hence the entire logic of the CAVATINA stand is misdirected.) 



5. CAVATINA 6 will insist that all collaboration of a political or 
general nature between CASSOWARY 1 and CAVATINA 6 must be discussed and 
emoved from^£}l& within the forv ^ m of CASSOWARY 1 in which CAVATINA 6 will have its 
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representatives. There will b e.,n9...c.QTQP erati o n be twe en t he two gro up s 
unles s the CAVA TINA members of CASSOWARY X arc in. full. accord JStE™£ne 

p roposals pr esent ed . All .ao.Uvl ty....Q£,CASSa»Ap y 1 m ust be co-ordinated 

and passed upon by the CAVATINA members. 

6. The latter part of the note contains the response to CASSOWARY 
3's request for the CAVATINA solution to the problem of contact with 
the homeland. CAVATINA 6 takes the following stand: 

a) There exists , at present, one line of communication with the 
homeland. This line is headed and controlled by the contacts section of 
CAVATINA 6 and will continue under its aegis in the future. 

b) The contacts section of CAVATINA 6 is willing to transmit to 
and from the homeland by its own means and methods any pouches which 
CASSOWARY 1 may wish to send. This service would also include the move- 
ment of individual representatives of CASSOWARY 1 to the homeland. 



c) CASSOWARY 1 must cede to the CAVATINA contacts section all 
matters relative to communications with the homeland. 



d) The CAVATINA contacts section will transmit and/or send 
CASSOWARY pouches and/or personal representatives to the homeland, provided 
that the CASSOWARIES make no further attempts on their own to establish 
contact with the homeland. j^iooni 



( Case Officer 1 s Note : The logic of the CAVATINA stand on the communications 
problem is also incomprehensible in view of the fact that they state 
earlier in the 2 February note (cf. paragraph 3 above) that they are 
willing to abide by the division of responsibilities as set forth by the 
homeland in the October-November mandate of 1950. According to that 
mandate, communications and any other activity in direct support of the 
homeland struggle is the responsibility of CASSOWARY 1.) 

7. Forwarded under separate cover are three CAPELIN reports covering 
the CAVATINA-CASSOWARY degotiations held on 17, 23 and 25 January 1952. 
CAPELIN received his information from CAVATINA 5 who, along with CAVATINA 2, 
CASSOWARY 3 and 4, participated in all three discussions. 





